GIS REGISTRY INFORMATION

SITE NAME: EDWARDS MOBIL SERVICE
BRRTS #: 0319174561 FID # (if appropriate): 419023000
COMMERGCE # (if appropriate): 54151960526
CLOSURE DATE: 12/20/2002
STREET ADDRESS: 889 CTHN
CITY: AURORA
SOURCE PROPERTY GPS COORDINATES (meters in WTM91
projection): x= 668785 Y= 591778
CONTAMINATED MEDIA: Groundwater Soll Both
OFF-SOURCE GW CONTAMINATION >ES: Yes No
IF YES, STREET ADDRESS 1:
GPS COORDINATES (meters in WTM91 projection): X= Y=
OFF-SOURCE SOIL CONTAMINATION >Generic or Site-

- Specific RCL (SSRCL): Yes No
IF YES, STREET ADDRESS 1: .
GPS COORDINATES (meters in WTM91 projection): X= Y=
CONTAMINATION IN RIGHT OF WAY: X lYes No
DOCUMENTS NEEDED:

Closure Letter, and any conditional closure letter or denial letter issued

Copy of any maintenance plan referenced in the final closure letter.

Copy of (soil or land use) deed noticeif any required as a condition of closure

Copy of most recent deed, including legal description, for all affected properties

Certified survey map or relevant portion of the recorded. plat mapif referenced in the legal descriptior) for all affected properties

County Parcel ID number, if used for county, for all affected properties

Location Map which outlines all properties within contaminated site boundaries on USGS topographic map or plat map in sufficient detail to permit the parcefs
to be located easily (8.5%14" if paper copy): If groundwater standards are exceeded, the map must also include the location of all municipal and potable wells
within 1200' of the site. '

% b > x|

Detailed Site Map(s) for all affected properties,showing buildings, roads, property boundaries, contaminant sources, utility lines, monitoring wells and
potable wells, (8.5x14", if paper copy) This map shall also show the location of all contaminated public streets, highway and railroad rights-of-way in relation to the
source property and in relation to the boundaries of groundwater contamination exceeding ch. NR 140 ESs and soil contamination exceeding ¢h. NR 720 gene
or SSRCLs.

=

Tables of Latest Groundwater Analytical Results (no shading or cross-hatching)

Tables of Latest Soil Analytical Results (no shading or cross-hatching)

Isoconcentration map(s), if required for site investigation (SI) 8.5x14" if paper copy. The isocenceniration map should have flow direction and
extent of groundwater contamination defined. If not available, include the latest extent of contaminant plume map.

GW: Table of water level elevations, with sampling dates, and free product noted if present

GW: Latest groundwater flow direction/monitoring well location- map (should be 2 maps if maximum variation in flow direction is
greater than 20 degrees)

SOIL: Latest horizontal extent of contamination exceeding generic or SSRCLs, with one contour

Geologic cross-sections, if required for SI. (8.5x14' if paper copy)

RP certified statement that legal descriptions are complete and accurate

Copies of off-source notification letters (if applicable)

Letter informing ROW owner of residual contamination (if applicable)(public, highway or railroad ROW)

XIEIX XX X x| X XX

revised 8/06



State of Wisconsin \ DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

Northern Region Headquarters

Scott McCallum, Governor 107 Sutliff Ave.
ool ol Darrell Bazzell, Secretary ! Rhinelander, Wisconsin 54501-0818
WISCONSIN William H. Smith, Regional Director ; ’TelePhone 715-365-8900

. FAX 715-365-8932
TDD 715-365-8957

DEPT. OF NATURAL RESOURCES

January 3, 2003

Mr. and Mrs. Edward Carlson
Rt 1, Box 26
Niagara, Wl 54151

SUBJECT: Final Case Closure
Edward’s Mobil, CTH N & Maple St, Aurora, WI
WDNR BRRTS #: 03-19-174561
PECFA # 54151-9605-26

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Carlson:

On October 3, 2002, your site as described above was reviewed for closure by the Northern
Region Closure Committee. This committee reviews environmental remediation cases for
compliance with state laws and standards to maintain consistency in the closure of these cases.
On October 9, 2002, you were notified that the Closure Committee had granted conditional
closure to this case.

On December 20, 2002, the Department received correspondence indicating that you have
complied with the conditions of closure, specifically, monitoring well abandonment
documentation, soil GIS Registry information and fees, and documentation of notification to the
operator of County Highway N that soil contamination remains under the roadway adjacent to
the site. Based on the correspondence and data provided, it appears that your case has been
remediated to Department standards in accordance with s. NR 726.05, Wis. Adm Code. The
Department considers this case closed and no further investigation, remediation or other action -
is required at this time.

[DELETE THE FOLLOWING IF NOT APPLICABLE:] Your site will be listed on the DNR
Remediation and Redevelopment GIS Registry of Closed Remediation Sites. Information that
was submitted with your closure request application will be included on the registry. To review
the sites on the GIS Registry web page, visit
http://gomapout.dnr.state.wi.us/org/at/et/geo/gwur/index.htm

Piease be aware that this case may be reopened pursuant to s. NR 726.09, Wis. Adm. Code, if
additional information regarding site conditions indicates that contamination on or from the site
poses a threat to public health, safety or welfare, or the environment.

The Department appreciates your efforts to restore the environment at this site. If you have any
questions regarding this letter, please contact me at 715-365-8990.

6 Quality Natural Resources Management
Prnied on Through Excellent Customer Service

Recycled
Paper I




Sincerely,
NORTHERN REGION

oot ol

Janet Kazda

Remediation and Redevelopment Program

CC: File
Chris Saari, Ashland

Brian Hill

ECCI

PO Box 614

Rhinelander, Wl 54501-0614




State of Wisconsin \ DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

Scott McCallum, Governor Northern Regloq gegﬂﬂ?}?ﬁf,f_
Darrell Bazzell, Secretary i Rhinelander, Wisconsin 54501-0818

WISCONSIN William H. Smith, Regional Director ; Telephone 715-365-8900
DEPT. OF NATURAL RESOURCES ! FAX 715-365-8932
}  TDD 715-365-8957

October 9, 2002

Mr. and Mrs. Edward Carlson
Rt 1, Box 26
Niagara, Wi 54151

Subject: Conditional Case Closure
Edward’s Mobil, CTH N & Maple St, Aurora, Wisconsin
WDNR BRRTS # 03-19-174561
PECFA # 54151-9605-26

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Carlson:

On October 3, 2002, your request for closure of the case described above was reviewed by the
Northern Region Closure Committee. The Closure Committee reviews environmental
remediation cases for compliance with state rules and statutes to maintain consistency in the
closure of these cases. After careful review of the closure request, the Closure Committee has
determined that the leaded and unleaded gasoline contamination on the site appears to have
been investigated and remediated to the extent practicable under site conditions. Your case
has been remediated to Department standards in accordance with s. NR 726.05, Wis. Adm.
Code and will be closed if the following conditions are satisfied: :

The monitoring wells at the site must be properly abandoned in compliance with ch. NR 141,
Wis. Adm. Documentation of well abandonment must be submitted to me on Form 3300-5B
found at www.dnr.state. wi.us/org/water/dgw/gw/ or provided by the Department of Natural
Resources

To close this site, the Department requires that a deed restriction be signed and recorded to
address the issue of the remaining soil contamination associated with the site. The purpose of
the restriction is to require that the owner of the property investigate the degree and extent of
residual contamination that is currently inaccessible, if structural impediments that currently
exist on the property are removed.

You will need to submit a draft deed restriction to me before the document is signed and
recorded. You may find a model deed restriction enclosed for your use or visit our web site at
www.dnr.state.wi.us/org/rr. To assist us in our review of the deed restriction, you should submit a
copy of the property deed to me along with the draft document. After the Department of Natural
Resources has reviewed the draft document for completeness you should sign it if you own the
property, or have the appropriate property owner sign it, and have it recorded by the Florence
County Register of Deeds. Then you must submit a copy of The recorded document, with the
recording information stamped on it, to me. Please be aware that if a deed restriction is
recorded for the wrong property because of an inaccurate legal description that you have
provided, you will be responsible for recording corrected documents at the Register of Deeds
Office to correct the problem.

6 Quality Natural Resources Management
Prined on Through Excellent Customer Service

Recycled
Paper

S



Due to the presence of residual soil contamination at the site in gxcess of NR 720 Residual
Contaminant Levels (RCLs), the Department requires that the site be listed on the GIS Registry
of Contaminated Sites. You will need to submit materials, as shown on the enclosed list, along
with your check for $200 to me at the above address. When all the materials and the fee are
received and reviewed, the Department will send you notice of final closure.

Your site will be listed on the DNR Remediation and Redevelopment GIS Registry of Closed
Remediation Sites. Information that was submitted with your closure request application will be
included on the registry. To review the sites on the GIS Registry web page, visit
http://gomapout.dnr.state.wi.us/org/at/et/geo/gwur/index.htmj

When the above conditions have been satisfied, please submit a letter to let me know that
applicable conditions have been met, and your case will be closed. Your site will be listed on
the DNR Remediation and Redevelopment GIS Registry of Closed Remediation Sites.
Information that was submitted with your closure request application will be included on the
registry. To review the sites on the GIS Registry web page, visit
http://gomapout.dnr.state.wi.us/org/at/et/geo/gwur/index.htm]

If this is a PECFA site, section 101.143, Wis. Stats., requires that PECFA claimants seeking
reimbursement of interest costs, for sites with petroleum contamination, submit a final
reimbursement claim within 120 days after they receive a closure letter on their site. For claims
not received by the PECFA Program within 120 days of the date of this letter, interest costs after
60 days of the date of this letter will not be eligible for PECFA reimbursement.

Please be aware that the case may be reopened pursuant to s. NR 726.09, Wis. Adm. Code, if
additional information regarding site conditions indicates that contamination on or from the site
poses a threat to public health, safety, or welfare or to the environment. '

We appreciate your efforts to restore the environment at this site. If you have any questions
regarding this letter, please contact me at 715-365-8990.

Sincerely,
NORTHERN REGION

ot Kyl

Janet Kazda
Remediation and Redevelopment Program

Enclosure

cc: File
Chuck Weister, Rhinelander

Jeff Lynott

ECCI

PO Box 614
Rhinelander, Wl 54501



Edward Carlson

Route 1, Box 26
Niagara, WI 54151 y

(715) 589-3303 ;

To Whom It May Concern:

I, Edward J. Carlson, do hereby certify that, to the best of my knowledge, the enclosed legal
description for the property located at the intersection of County Trunk Highway N and Maple
Street, Aurora, Wisconsin, is complete and accurate.

o oy
Z//Wf%/f%/%«._ 5.7  Zo0z2—

Edward J. Carlson Date
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Rece:ved for record this..Z 4#

THIS INDENTURE, Made by _Wesley Thomas Edwards and
Edwards, his wi

| ife,
i rad
| T eelock M, and recorded
i grantor _S__ of County, Wisconsin, hereb, d t: @ S ‘ 7%20
| dward arlson and Esther Mo Carlsony ) !ln Vn.l of —2ge € 7;‘
| his wife, of 136 Mitchell Street, Kingsford, oy fWMLA’_z
| __ Michigan, REGISTER'OF DEEDS
! 7&‘/ 4 PLORENGE. COUNTY, wns,
grantee .S _ | RETURN TO

2 SORIEDRNK, for the
e L8 YR ions 92 / /““’

- “Florence

‘the following tract of Bnd in

County, State of Wisconsin;

’/Lots numbered Four (4), Five: G5)g-Six- {6 )=and- RALCT) s
‘One (1) of Gingrass First Addition to the Recorded Pla.t of Aurora.,
JSUb_]ECt, however, to any and all reservations contined in former instruments
jconve ying said premises.
+
i
|
1
i
i
-5;
|
i
!
} IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said grantor S ha Y& hereunto set - their  handS __ and seal — this 2nd
| dayof _January ,A.D,19 68 .
SIGNED AND SEALED ESENCE OF
1 , ;
;‘ 7)444/ 20
! T o
1 Henry B. Pozza
' Conad _Chl
| » -
|
! _ .’Carol F:arl “ _ (SEAL)
: ichi
i STATE OFW
U‘LCklﬂSOﬂ RXEHE00 County. = 3 ot e
_ Personally came beforé me, this 2nd __dey of January L . A}D L1990 68 -
] the above named Wesley Thomas Edwards and Lenore Edwards, his wife ’ -
‘ e T T T ‘... '7)' *
i to me known to be the person___who executed the foregoing instrument and acknovg}edged the same. .
l -’6‘-—<k_/_.—k‘_.ﬁ1,£/ ((4 P Z, .(&K 7/
! THIS INSTRUMENT DRAFTED BY 4 .
; OHN N. McNBIL. A’I‘I‘ORNEY Dorathy Underhill

IRON MOUNTAIN, MICH}

Mich

This instrument drafted by

March 3, 1968

My Commission (Expires) (Is)

il s —

Notary Public _____Dickinson County ¥¥is.

(Cmmtlnen EO KT 1Y AT

vha Wiernnain Srarutes oroyides that all lnstrumenta to be recorded shall have olainly printed or typewritten thereon the




GINGRAS FIR%T ADDITION
AURORA

FLORENCE COUNTY, WISCONSIN.

Scale oo feet to + 1nch

State of Wiscornsire s
County of Florencef>*

. ‘ : [, JSoseph £ Crngrass do hered certify thal [ have surveyed
the Southern pard of Lol 2 of Scclior 1l Towrn 38 North, Rarige 19 Kast of the Fourth
Principal Meriadiare of Wisconsir, and described as follows. lo wnt. .

ommencing at Phe South Sast corncr of the plat of AURORA and recorded tre
Yol. 27 of Aisc. on’ page 113, tn Regislers office, Florence Counly Wisconsin, 63347 [t
North of the South Layt corner of the sara (o8 2 in Sccitiorn 11, Towrn 38 Norlh Range
/9 Last, Ruanning thence Sowlh 80°38 Wesé 63171 fecl (Mag Var 5 +5 Enst) thence
Curoing 2o righd om a radius of 262 fecl a odisfance of 1036 feed, Thence North 737"
West 5125 feed fo tho West line of the sacad Lot 2. on the Sowth bowrndary of the
Jard AYRORA. Plab: 7hernce Sowth 3°32" Sast and on the wesé [rne of the savra Lot 3
£79. #0 feed Thenge on lhe South line of sard Lot 2, South 85 46 Fasd, 1260+ Feck
Zherrce North S° 16 West 69287 fact fo the place of beginning. -
L de Aeredy; .cerésfy 2hat by the order and directron of Joseph Gingras / Aave

L Subdivided, fAe same 33£0” lots and Blocks. and slrecds wunder the name and fitle of

GINGRAS' . FIRSYT . ADD'N. 70 AURORA, [LORENCE C& WIS, and thal ! Ahave pliccd Jror Prpetn
urnenés aé cornery and pornés indarcadect thus:(e) and good SwubsléaniialWooders Stakes
af all other lots. and 3ireet inlersections i . . .

v il do Lurthei. cerdcdy that this plaé 3 a correcl represcnitalion of all the ex-
ferdor: bourntdaries of the land surveyed and, all lhe divisions thercon made and that
/[ Zave carefully, canip‘ét'td WitA all the regucrements of Chapler 101 of the revised
‘-fiatulq Of. 1319 “of tha Stale of Wisconsire it Surveying, swddivrding ard mapping
the same. N N . : N

‘ 12 feetrmoney Whereot [/ Aave Aereunéo seé my hand this 22nd. day of June

te. g SOSEPN E. GINGRASS. .
. “Subreribed ‘and sworrn-before mo IAry, 2xnd. day'ef June, 1923 il

C. Leman gwrcxson
e S,

e

"
N €
W
f
N)
&
I
S

State of Wisconsin 53
County of Florence |*

that¢ we are the ocwners of the

for the purpescs rn savd lerms rmplied

1923
/n presence of

C. Etmer EricKsor
Clarence. Bomberg

We, Joseph Grngras end Arthemise Grngras. m

Y wele do Aereby certify

lana descrrdedd rn the Sforegorng Cerlifreate of oseph £,
Grrigrass, Sturveyor, and have cawused lthe Sanie o be Serr ey,
as shownrn Aerecen wnder the nmante arid 2itle ofF Ginomas'
wisconsiv, and we do Aeredy forcver dedrcale fto the public

cd, Subdivided and platted
FIRST ADON TO AvmomAa, rlovsnce owwry
@it slreels in sard plal designated

i witncss whercof we fave hercanéo Secf our hands lhris 22na4, day of Jure.

Sosern  Ginsmas frane]
ARTHEMISE GINGRAS y2r2vxg

Stale of Wisconsir

Connly of Florence |*3

Be 1t rememberea thal on

and Joluntacily for the uses and peerposcs

cral Seal tAis day and ycar aforcsacd

AN

Soseph Grrmgras and frikemese Grngras, Ats wife,
the ‘Foregoing ceriificale and acKrowledge that they exiccnted ihe same freely

lestimony whereof [/ Aave ereunto sect my A

he 22nd. day of Junc, 1923 before me
whosz “names are eudscrided to

Aercirn mernliorned.
and and affrxcdmy elffi-

C. Eearenw sArCASON
COUNPY CouaN  FletEmch Cowwry, Wiscem3IIN.

VB U dimensions ere given in
“el ana decimatls PAcrcor

REGISTERS OF FICE i”
FLORENCE Co: w15,
Recewed for recard this 21nd day
ef Yuna, /913 af 10.20 oc/eck A M.
and recorded in Vol 17 of Mise.on
Page 197 :
Ceanemce Bormsarns
woyrer ot Beads




Parcel ID Numbers |,

Ed’s Mobil Property:

lot 4 - 002-972-0000
lot 5 - 002-973-0000
lot 6 - 002-974-0000
lot 7 - 002-975-0000



. .
| SENDLR: COMPLETE THIS SECTION

W Complete items 1, 2, and 3. Also complete

* item 4 if Restricted Delivery is desired.

® Print your name and address on the reverse
so that we can return the card to you.:

W Attach this card to the back of the mailpiece,
or on the front if space permits.

. Article Addressed to:

(\\s Serri Muer
Ploy evaez Co, Clevk
PO Br~x 410

Tlot emee , LI SY Rl

COMPLETE -THIS SECTION ON DELIVERY

A. Received by (Please Print Clearly) | B. Date-of Delivery
SO S
C. Signature . / Q/ 8
¥\ Lo gert
ddressee
D. Is deliviry address different from i ,
If YES, enter delivery address beloy: 0.7
S, ygv
3._Servjce Type
ertified Mail  [J Express Mail
[ Registered [J Return Receipt for Merchandise
O Insured Mail [ C.OD.
4. Restricted Delivery? (Extra Fee)  Yes

2. Article Number (Copy from service Iabel).7o 00 O5QO OO 20 CQ L\L{ 5 (-Q D& q

PS Form 3811, July 1999

Domestic Return Receipt

102595-99-M-178¢



= ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE CONSULTANTS, INC.

= = P.O. BOX 614 * RHINELANDER, WI 54501 * 715-365-5200 (VOICE) * 71 5-365-5201 (FAY

April 25, 2002

Ms. Jerri Myer
Florence County Clerk
P.O. Box 410
Florence, WI 54121

Dear Ms. Myer:

Re: Notification of the Presence of Petroleum-Impacted Soil and Groundwater at the
Edward’s Mobil Site, Intersection of County Highway N and Maple Street, Aurora, W1

Due to recent ch. NR 726 code changes, we are required to provide the state with proof that the
letter, dated February 20, 2002, was received by the county. Therefore, we are sending you this copy
via Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested to comply with the new code requirements.
Sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE CONSULTANTS, INC.

Lo D WS

Brian D. Hill
Environmental Engineer

BDH/jg
Enc.

Sharing Your Concerns. Creating Sgund Solutions.



Edward Carlson @ ) i?
Route 1, Box 26 \& @ P
Niagara, WI 54151 ' ,

(715) 589-3303 " ]

! : )

February 20, 2002

Ms. Jerri Myer
Florence County Clerk
P.O. Box 410
Florence, WI 54121

Dear Ms. Myer:

Re: Notification of the Presence of Petroleum-Impacted Soil and Groundwater at the
Edward’s Mobil Site, Intersection of County Highway N and Maple Street, Aurora, WI

This letter is to inform you that there is petroleum-impacted soil and groundwater remaining at the
above-referenced site. Soil was excavated from the property on June 13, 2000. The excavation was
completed as close as possible to the roadways. However, petroleum-impacted soil still-remains
under the intersection of Maple Street and County Highway N. The highest concentrations detected
in this area include the following: Gasoline Range Organics (8200 mg/Kg), benzene (87,000 ng/Kg),
toluene (710,000 pg/Kg), ethylbenzene (190,000 ng/Kg) and total xylenes (1,250,000 pg/Kg). These
are above the NR 720 Generic Residual Contaminant Level (GRCL) for each respective compound.
The samples were collected from depths ranging from 8 to 17 feet below ground surface.

There is also impacted groundwater associated with this site that is situated under County
Highway N, north of the Edward’s Mobil site. Both benzene and methyl-tert butyl ether MTBE)
have been detected at levels above the NR 140 Enforcement Standard (ES). Benzene was detected
at 30 pug/L during June 2001, and has since decreased to 13 pg/L in September 2001. MTBE has also
decreased from 74 pg/L in March 2001 to 15 pg/L in September 2001.

I have been informed by Mr. Jeff Lynott, Division Manager of Environmental Compliance
Consultants, Inc. (ECCI), the company that has been investigating the petroleum release, that any
remaining impacted soil and groundwater will naturally degrade over time. If you have any questions
or comments, feel free to contact my consultant at 715-365-5200.

Sincerely,

Edward Carlson
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1 APPROXIMATE EXTENT OF NON-COMPLIANCE SOIL
1000

! 990 -

INFORMATION BETWEEN BORINGS IS INTERPOLATED BASED UPON AVAILABLE DATA.
ACTUAL CONOITIONS BETWEEN BORINGS ARE UNKNOWN,
VERTICAL SCALE IN FEET ABOVE MEAN SEA LEVEL

APPROXIMATE EXTENT OF NON—COMPLIANCE GROUNDWATER

SOIL ANALYNCAL DATA, GRO {NG/KG), BTEX (UG/MG)
GROUNDWATER ANALYTICAL DATA, BTEX, MTBE (UG/L)

SP: BROWN, MEDIUM—GRAINED SAND FILL (TANK BASIN)

SP: RED-BROWN, VERY FINE-GRAINED, LAMINATED SAND WITH MINOR SILT AND GRAVEL

SW: RED—BROWN, FINE~ TO MEDIUM—GRAINED SAND WITH OCCASIONAL PEBBLES AND GRAVEL

SW/GW: BROWN, MEDIUM- TO VERY COARSE-GRAINED SAND WITH ABUNDANT PEBBLES, GRAVEL,
AND COBBLES

BOULDERS OR BEDROCK

WELL/SOIL BORING IDENTIFICATION
" SoiL 'BORING
SCREEN
s D VALUE
GROUNDWATER ELEVATION &8/19/98&
GROUNDWATER INTERFACE (8/19/98

CROSS SECTION LOCATION

HORIZONTAL SCALE (FEET)
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EXCAVATED SOIL TABLE - Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL < NR 720 GRCL
<10 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > NR 720 GRCL
EXCAVATED SOIL LABORATORY RESULTS 100 Parameter concentration exceeds the NR 720 GRCL
EDWARD’S MOBIL Parameter not analyzed
SAMPLE E1 E2 E3 E4 ES E6 E7 E8 MeOH NR 720
IDENTIFICATION BLANK GRCL
Analyte .
GRO (mg/Kg) 410 8200 - .22 32 26 3800 <0.96> - 100
Lead (mg/Kg) 21 <7.9> - <19> <7.1> - - -
PVOCs (ug/Kg) ,
Benzene <1200 87000 87 - 96 - <16000> <45> - 5.5
Toluene 4200 710000 110 - 170 - 92000 86 - 1500
Ethylbenzene <1200 190000 - - 200 - 64000 - - 2900
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene <1200 390000 - - 840 - 290000 - -
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene Y 13000 130000 - <130> 320 - 90000 - -
Methyl tert-Butyl ether <1100 <17000 - - 250 - <4200 220 -
M/P-xylene 12000 900000 - - - 330 - 280000 <140> -
O-xylene 10000 350000 - - 240 - 120000 - -
Total Xylenes 22000 1250000 - - 570 - 400000 <140> - 4100

NOTE: MDL: Method Detection Limit

NR 720 GRCL: Wis. Adm. Code NR 720 Generic Residual Contaminant Level

<> Values represent results greater than the Limit of Detection, but less than the Limit of Quantitation and are within a region of “Less-Certain Quantitation.”




FORMER FORNER A '
\ }-m-|—m.&—|m{—;uun CONCRETE t CTH N i
A.
GO 2300  OWO 56,000 o N RO 18 o N
1060~ oo W 3,000 7. 8000 B 2 8 % pam - 1060
{ 88 Meaaow | £ esaoo E e ' N !
4T % | X300 X 4,800,000 X7 X 30 X ND L
4 XN | - & g L
4 N - N L
os0 |3 |2 _ B —~— peprretrreenst- 1050
Tl g el K LR
BRREY 1S A% - AS
1040 TSR SRS 1040
I>ra|l 0 ~
: :mk_'.'.; L 5y b "
1030 ~puidtay: ? 1030
M ey » 3
sy x .'_-0 :.. » N .-.: A 7 y -\
* »/ 'y ; A 3V
1N" 7/ ! A L
1020 4l S5 el n A dy 1020
. . o L 3 v o
1 Nods S
] .2 AR 4X
1010 DD IRV 8 es0 L 1010
E * * + T 75
] %+ v A E 170
+ + + X 373 r
: “ " MTBE 150 APPROXIMATE EXTENT OF NON-~COMPLIANCE SOIL |
1000 B 470 “"ol B 210 1000
1 T 310 T 400 -
] E 85 E 110 -
4 X 670 X 670 L
Y 990 4 MIBE 78 MTBE 17 APPROXI EXTENT OF NON-COMPLIANCE GROUNDWATER |
4 ] - 990

INFORMATION BETWEEN BORINGS IS INTERPOLATED BASED UPON AVAILABLE DATA.
ACTUAL CONDITIONS BETWEEN BORINGS ARE UNKNOWN.
VERTICAL SCALE IN FEET ABOVE MEAN SEA LEVEL

SOIL ANALYTICAL DATA, GRO(MG/KG);-BTEX (UG/MC)
GROUNDWATER ANALYTICAL DATA, HTEX, MTEE(UG/L)

L/
/] SP: BROWN, MEDIUM—GRANED SAND FILL (TANK BASIN)
SP: RED-BROWN, VERY FINE-GRAINED, LAMINATED SAND WITH MINOR SILT AND GRAVEL

SW: RED-BROWN, FINE- TO MEDIUM—GRAINED SAND WITH OCCASIONAL PEBBLES AND GRAVEL

SW/GW: BROWN, MEDIUM~ TO VERY COARSE-GRAINED SAND WITH ABUNDANT PEBBLES, GRAVEL,
AND COBBLES

BOULDERS OR BEDROCK

g———VELL/SOIL BORING IDENTIFICATION
Ol BORING
NELL SCREEN
5 D VALUE
ROUNDWATER ELEVATION &a/w/eag
OUNDWATER INTERFACE (8/19/98

HORIZONTAL SCALE (FEET)
0] 40 80

CROSS SECTION LOCATION

m EDWARD'S MOBIL, AURORA, ‘Wi

FIGURE 3

APPROXIMATE VERTICAL
EXTENT OF NON-—COMPLIANCE

SOIL AND GROUNDWATER A-A’

DEC 1998 LAK

ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE CONSULTANTS, INC.




Edward's Mobll, Aurora Wi
Groundwater Elevations During Site Investigation and Natural Attenuation Monitoring

MW-1 MW-2 MW-3 MW-4 MW-5 MW-8 MW-7 PZ1-

4/13/98 1020.45 1020.43 1028.53 1029.44 1026.38 1028.41 1029.38 1028.45

;- 5/28/98 1028.04 1028.02 1028.08 1027.99 102799 1027.94 1028.01 1028.02

8/19/98 1027.74 1027.72 1027.77 1027.7 1027.69 1027.67 1027.71 1027.72

11/11/98 1027.84 1027.8 1027.85 1027.77 1027.78 1027.7 1027.8 1027.8

8/1/00 1028.22 1028.2 1028.29 1028.18 1028.17 1028.12 1028.2 1027.13

11/18/00 1027.82 1027.85 1027.98 1027.89 1027.89 1027.82 1027.92 1003.28

3/121/01 1027.91 1027.84 1027.85 1027.88 1027.88 1027.82 1027.92 1002.83
6/6/01 1028.66 1028.58 1028.74 1028.8 1028.8 1028.52 1028.64 '

9/24/01 1027.81 1027.74 1027.81 1027.76 1027.78 1027.89 1027.8

Blank cells indicate that data was not collected.
All measurements are in feet above mean sea level.




TABLE MW1/MW1R (race10r2) 125 Parameter concentration exceeds NR 140 ES

<240 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > ES

<2.5 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > PAL

GROUNDWATER LABORATORY RESULTS - Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL < PAL
EDWARD'S MOBIL " Parameter not analyzed
WELL IDENTIFICATION MW1/MW1 R NR 140 NR 140
NATURAL ATTENUATION MONITORING PAL ES
Date Sampled 11/11/99* J 8/1/00 11/15/00** 3/21/01** 6/6/01** 9/24/01** | 6/6/02
Analyte
GRO (ug/L)
Lead (ug/L) 1.5 15
Dissolved Oxygen (mg/L) 0.83
Groundwater Elevations 1027.84 1028.22 1027.92 1027.91 1028.66 1027.81
PVOCs (ug/L) ' . . ' .
Benzene 180 48 89 28 7.6 13 0.5 5
Toluene 300 98 8.1 16 <0.65> <0.39> 200 1000
Ethylbenzene 58 30 29 19 7.8 4.6 140 700
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 73 61 28 22 13 5.9
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 24 26 31 12 5.3 8.3
Total Trimethylbenzenes 97 87 59 34 18.3 14.2 - 96 480
Methyl tert-Butyl ether ’ 28 22 12 5.6 3.4 1.9 12 60
m&p Xylenes ; 160 120
o- Xylene 63 21 “ 35 18 38
Total Xylenes 223 141 41 35 18 3.8 1000 10000
Styrene <2.6>
Isopropylbenzene ! 4.9
p-Isopropyitoluene - 5.3
n-Propylbenzene 10 -
sec-Butylbenzene <2.8>
n-Butylbenzene <4.2>
Naphthalene 10 7.1 3.2 <0.45> <1.1> 8 40

MDL: Laboratory Method Detection Limit

NR 140 ES: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Enforcement Standard

NR 140 PAL: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Preventive Action Limit

*  Samples were analyzed for a full set of VOCs (EPA Method 8021); only those parameters detected are shown.
**  Sample was analyzed for PVOCs + Naphthalene.

< > Values represent results greater than the Limit of Detection, but less than the Limit of Quantitation and are within a region of “Less-Certain Quantitation.”

NOTE: Itis very important to recognize that the lead concentrations presented for the May 1998 sampling round are erroneous because the groundwater
samples were not collected properly. The groundwater samples were mistakenly not filtered in May, and they were collected in nitric acid-preserved bottles.
When they arrived at the lab, they were analyzed without being filtered. The correct sampling method is to filter the sample, and then pour it into a preserved
bottle. The correct sampling method was used in August 1998, and lead was not detected in any of the monitoring wells, the piezometer, or the

downgradient potable well.

For the 11/11/99 sampling round, naphthalene was present in the laboratory blank at 0.17 pg/L. Check standard recovery was outside QC limits for MTBE at
130%.




TABLE MW1/MW1R (pace20F 2) 125 Parameter concentration exceeds NR 140 ES
<240 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > ES
<2.5 | Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > PAL

GROUNDWATER LABORATORY RESULTS -- Paraméter analyzed, but not detected, MDL < PAL

EDWARD’S MOBIL Parameter not analyzed

WELL IDENTIFICATION MW1/MW1R NR 140 NR 140
SITE INVESTIGATION MONITORING PAL ES
Date Sampled 4/13/98* 5/28/98 8/19/98
Analyte

GRO (pg/L) 39

Lead (pg/L) 130 - 1.5 15

Dissolved Oxygen (mg/L)

Groundwater Elevations 1029.45 1028.04 1027.74

PVOCs (ug/L)

Benzene 3700 330 470 0.5 5

Toluene 5400 470 310 200 1000

Ethylbenzene 260 <36> 95 140 700

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 1000 340 200

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 290 160 78

Total Trimethylbenzenes 1290 500 278 96 480

Methy! tert-Butyl ether 1200 140 79 12 60

mé&p Xylenes 670 300 460

o- Xylene 320 250 210

Total Xylenes 990 550 670 1000 10000

Styrene -

Isopropylbenzene --

p-isopropyltoluene <69>

n-Propylbenzene 140

sec-Butylbenzene -

n-Butylbenzene --

Naphthalene -~ 8 40

MDL: Laboratory Method Detection Limit

NR 140 ES: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Enforcement Standard

NR 140 PAL: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Preventive Action Limit

*  Samples were analyzed for a full set of VOCs (EPA Method 8021); only those parameters detected are shown.

**  Sample was analyzed for PVOCs + Naphthalene. ’

<> Values represent results greater than the Limit of Detection, but less than the Limit of Quantitation and are within a
region of “Less-Certain Quantitation.” :

-

NOTE: It is very important to recognize that the lead concentrations presented for the May 1998 sampling round
are erroneous because the groundwater samples were not collected properly. The groundwater samples
were mistakenly not filtered in May, and they were collected in nitric acid-preserved bottles. When they
arrived at the lab, they were analyzed without being filtered. The correct sampling method is to filter the
sample, and then pour it into a preserved bottle. The correct sampling method was used in August 1998,
and lead was not detected in any of the monitoring wells, the piezometer, or the downgradient potable well.

For the 11/11/99 sampling round, naphthalene was present in the laboratory blank at 0.17 pg/L. Check
standard recovery was outside QC limits for MTBE at 130%.




TABLE MW2/MW2R

(PAGE 1 OF 2)

GROUNDWATER LABORATORY RESULTS

125 Parameter concentration exceeds NR 140 ES
<240 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > ES
<2.5 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > PAL

Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL < PAL

EDWARD’S MOBIL Parameter not analyzed
WELL IDENTIFICATION MW2/MW2R NR 140 NR 140
NATURAL ATTENUATION MONITORING PAL ES
Date Sampled 11/11/99* DUP* 8/1/00 | 11/15/00** ] DUP** | 3/21/01** | DUP** 6/6/01** | 9/24/01** | 6/6/02
Analyte
GRO (ua/l)
Lead (ug/L) : 1.5 15
Dissolved Oxygen (ma/L) 0.65
Groundwater Elevations 1027.8 1028.2 1027.85 1027.84 1028.58 1027.74
PVOCs (ug/L)
Benzene 490 © 450 710 291 295 21 18 47 22 0.5 5
Toluene 86 860 400 30 31 1.5 1.3 8.0 <0.65> 200 1000
Ethylbenzene 200 130 420 151 160 19 17 42 21 140 700
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 140 170 390 137 134 13 11 39 11
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 35 54 120 44 40 4.2 3.3 18 2.2
Total Trimethylbenzenes 175 224 510 181 174 17.2 14.3 57 13.2 96 480
Methyl tert-Butyl ether 74 67 200 107 94 16 12 1.1 4.7 12 60
m&p Xylenes 360 400 1100
o- Xylene 130 170 400 367 367 28 23 70 24
Total Xylenes 490 570 1500 367 367 28 23 70 24 1000 10000
Styrene - 5.8
Isopropylbenzene 26 10
p-lsopropyltoluene - 11
n-Propylbenzene 36 25
sec-Butylbenzene - 5.3 i
n-Butylbenzene - 7.6
| Naphthalene 30 23 38 37 8.2 5.0 1.4 55 8 40

MDL: Laboratory Method Detection Limit

NR 140 ES: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Enforcement Standard

NR 140 PAL: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Preventive Action Limit :
*  Samples were analyzed for a full set of VOCs (EPA Method 8021); only those detected are shown.

** Samples were analyzed for PVOCs + Naphthalene.

DUP: Duplicate Sample

<> Values represent results greater than the Limit of Detection, but less than the Limit of Quantitation and are within a region of “Less-Certain Quantitation.”

NOTE: It is very important to recognize that the lead concentrations presented for the May 1998 sampling round are erroneous because the groundwater samples
were not collected properly. The groundwater samples were mistakenly not filtered in May, and they were collected in nitric acid-preserved bottles. When they
arrived at the lab, they were analyzed without being filtered. The correct sampling method is to filter the sample, and then pour it into a preserved bottle. The
correct sampling method was used in August 1998, and lead was not detected in any of the monitoring wells, the piezometer, or the downgradient potable well.

For the 11/11/99 sampling round, naphthalene was present in the laboratory blank at 0.21 pg/L. For the duplicate sample, naphthalene was present in the
laboratory blank at 0.17 pg/L, and check standard recovery was outside QC limits for MTBE at 130%.




TABLE MW2/MW2R (PAGE 2 OF 2) 125 Parameter concentration exceeds NR 140 ES
<240 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > ES
<2.5 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > PAL

GROUNDWATER LABORATORY RESULTS - Parame}er analyzed, but not detected, MDL < PAL
EDWARD’S MOBIL Parameter not analyzed . ‘

WELL IDENTIFICATION MW2/MW2R : NR 140 NR 140

SITE INVESTIGATION MONITORING PAL ES
Date Sampled 4/13/98* 5/28/98 8/19/98
Analyte

GRO (ug/L) 9.8

Lead (ug/L) 230 -- 1.5 15
Dissolved Oxygen (mg/L)

Groundwater Elevations 1029.43 1028.02 1027.72

PVOCs (pg/L)

Benzene 510 200 690 0.5 5
Toluene 170 140 75 200 1000
Ethylbenzene 740 220 170 140 700
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 840 150 200

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 190 41 54

Total Trimethylbenzenes 1030 191 254 96 480
Methyl tert-Butyl ether 2200 40 150 12 60
mé&p Xylenes - 360 310

o- Xylene 770 150 63

Total Xylenes 770 . 510 373 i 1000 10000
Styrene -

Isopropylbenzene <23>

p-Isopropyltoluene -

n-Propylbenzene 70

sec-Butylbenzene -

n-Butylbenzene <10>
| Naphthalene 130 8 40

MDL: Laboratory Method Detection Limit

NR 140 ES: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Enforcement Standard

NR 140 PAL: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Preventive Action Limit

*  Samples were analyzed for a full set of VOCs (EPA Method 8021); only those detected are shown.

**  Samples were analyzed for PVOCs + Naphthalene.

DUP: Duplicate Sample

<> Values represent results greater than the Limit of Detection, but less than the Limit of Quantitation and are within a region of
“Less-Certain Quantitation.”

NOTE: It is very important to recognize that the lead concentrations presented for the May 1998 sampling round are
erroneous because the groundwater samples were not collected properly. The groundwater samples were mistakenly
not filtered in May, and they were collected in nitric acid-preserved bottles. When they arrived at the lab, they were
analyzed without being filtered. The correct sampling method is to filter the sample, and then pour it into a preserved
bottle. The correct sampling method was used in August 1998, and lead was not detected in any of the monitoring
wells, the piezometer, or the downgradient potable well.

For the 11/11/99 sampling round, naphthalene was present in the laboratory blank at 0.21 pg/L. For the duplicate
sample, naphthalene was present in the laboratory blank at 0.17 pg/L, and check standard recovery was outside QC
limits for MTBE at 130%.



TABLE MW3 (PAGE10F2) 125 Parameter concentration exceeds NR 140 ES
<240 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > ES
<2.5 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > PAL

GROUNDWATER LABORATORY RESULTS - Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL < PAL
EDWARD’S MOBIL Parameter not analyzed
WELL IDENTIFIICATION MW3 NR 140 NR 140
NATURAL ATTENUATION MONITORING PAL ES
Date Sampled 11/11/99* 8/1/00 11/15/00** 3/21/01** 6/6/01 9/24/01 6/6/02
Analyte
GRO (pgiL)
Lead (pg/L) 1.5 15
Dissolved Oxygen (mg/L) _ 3.17
Groundwater Elevations 1027.85 1028.29 1027.96 1027.95 1028.74 1027.81
PVOCs (ug/L)
Benzene - - - - <0.21 <0.21 0.5 5
Toluene - - - - <0.22 <0.22 200 1000
Ethylbenzene - ‘ - - - <0.23 <0.23 . 140 700
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene : - - - - <0.23 <0.23 ‘
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene - -- - - <0.21 <0.21
Total Trimethylbenzenes - - - - <0.44 <0.44 96 480
Methyl tert-Butyl ether -- - - - <0.091 <0.091 12 60
m&p Xylenes !, - - _ _ <0.44 <0.44
o- Xylene - - -
Total Xylenes - -~ ~ - <0.44 <0.44 1000 10000
Naphthalene <0.20> - - 8 40

MDL: Laboratory Method Detection Limit

NR 140 ES: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Enforcement Standard

NR 140 PAL: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Preventive Action Limit

*  Samples were analyzed for a full set of VOCs (EPA Method 8021); only those detected are shown.

**  Sample was analyzed for PVOCs + Naphthalene. ' o
<> Values represent results greater than the Limit of Detection, but less than the Limit of Quantitation and are within a region of “Less-Certain Quantitation.”

NOTE: It is very important to recognize that the lead concentrations presented for the May 1998 sampling round are erroneous because the groundwater
samples were not collected properly. The groundwater samples were mistakenly not filtered in May, and they were collected in nitric acid-preserved bottles.
When they arrived at the lab, they were analyzed without being filtered. The correct sampling method is to filter the sample, and then pour it into a preserved
bottle. The correct sampling method was used in August 1998, and lead was not detected in any of the monitoring wells, the piezometer, or the
downgradient potable well.

For the 11/11/99 sampling round, naphthalene was present in the laboratory blank at 0.21 pg/L.




TABLE MW3 (PAGE 2 OF 2) . 125 Parameter concentration exceeds NR 140 ES

<240 | Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > ES

<2.5 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > PAL

GROUNDWATER LABORATORY RESULTS -- Parameter analyzed, but not degcted, MDL < PAL
EDWARD’S MOBIL Parameter not analyzed
weLL IDENTIFICATION MW3 NR 140 NR 140
SITE INVESTIGATION MONITORING PAL ES
Date Sampled 4/13/98* 5/28/98 8/19/98
Analyte

GRO (upg/L) -

Lead (ug/L) 160 - 1.5 15

Dissolved Oxygen (mg/L)

Groundwater Elevations 1029.53 1028.09 1027.77

PVOCs (pg/L)

Benzene -- -- - 0.5 5

Toluene - - 1.5 200 1000

Ethylbenzene - -- - 140 700

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene - - -

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene - - -

Total Trimethylbenzenes - - - 96 480

Methy! tert-Buty! ether - - - ’ 12 60

mé&p Xylenes - - -

o- Xylene -- - -

Total Xylenes - - - 1000 10000
| Naphthalene — 8 40

MDL: Laboratory Method Detection Limit

NR 140 ES: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Enfércement Standard

NR 140 PAL: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Preventive Action Limit

*  Samples were analyzed for a full set of VOCs (EPA Method 8021); only those detected are shown.

** Sample was analyzed for PVOCs + Naphthalene.

<> Values represent results greater than the Limit of Detection, but less than the Limit of Quantitation and are within a
region of “Less-Certain Quantitation.”

NOTE: It is very important to recognize that the lead concentrations presented for the May 1998 sampling round
are erroneous because the groundwater samples were not collected properly. The groundwater samples were
mistakenly not filtered in May, and they were collected in nitric acid-preserved bottles. When they arrived at the
lab, they were analyzed without being filtered. The correct sampling method is to filter the sample, and then pour
it into a preserved bottle. The correct sampling method was used in August 1998, and lead was not detected in
any of the monitoring wells, the piezometer, or the downgradient potable well,

For the 11/11/99 sampling round, naphthalene was present in the laboratory blank at 0.21 ug/L.



TABLE MW4 (PAGE 10F 2) 125 Parameter concentration exceeds NR 140 ES
<240 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > ES
<2.5 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > PAL

GROUNDWATER LABORATORY RESULTS - Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL < PAL

EDWARD’S MOBIL Parameter not analyzed

WELL IDENTIFICATION Mw4 NR 140 NR 140
NATURAL ATTENUATION MONITORING PAL ES
Date Sampled 11/11/99* 8/1/00 11/15/00** | 3/21/01** 6/6/01** DUP** 9/24/01**
Analyte

GRO (ug/L)

Lead (ug/L) 1.5 15

Dissolved Oxygen (mg/L) 0.94

Groundwater Elevations 1027.77 1028.19 1027.89 1027.88 1028.6 1027.76

PVOCs (ug/L)

Benzene 13 49 7.6 1 Si ol 44 120*** 30 0.5 5

Toluene - - - 144+ 2.4 4.9 <0.4> 200 1000

Ethylbenzene 6.1 35 3.0 177 23 51 13 140 700

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 1.6 25 1.1 78 26 62 2.2

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene <0.23> - 4.1 21 12 31 <0.21

Total Trimethylbenzenes <1.83> 25 5.2 99 38 93 <2.41 96 480

Methyl tert-Butyl ether <0.60> - 0.38 34 3.1 9.8 4.1 12 60

mé&p Xylenes - - -

o Xyleno 0175 — - 392 25 66 <0.86>

Total Xylenes <0.17> - - 392*** 25 66 <0.86> 1000 10000

Isopropylbenzene 1.2

p-Isopropyltoluene 0.77

n-Propylbenzene 1.7

n-Butylbenzene 0.68 -

sec-Butylbenzene 1.5

tert-Butylbenzene <0.18>

Naphthalene <0.42> 0.3 27 <0.84> 1.7 <1.3> 8 40

MDL: Laboratory Method Detection Limit
NR 140 ES: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Enforcement Standard

NR 140 PAL: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Preventive Action Limit
* Samples were analyzed for a full set of VOCs (EPA Method 8021); only those detected are shown.

* Sample was analyzed for PVOCs + Naphthalene.

DUP: Duplicate Sample

=+ Reported result is above the calibration curve.
<> Values represent results greater than the Limit of Detection, but less than the Limit of Quantitation and are within a region of “Less-Certain Quantitation.”

NOTE: Itis very important to recognize that the lead concentrations presented in Tables 5A and 5B for the May 1998 sampling round are erroneous because
the groundwater samples were not collected properly. The groundwater samples were mistakenly not filtered in May, and they were collected in nitric acid-
preserved bottles. When they arrived at the lab, they were analyzed without being filtered. The correct sampling method is to filter the sample, and then pour
it into a preserved bottle. The correct sampling method was used in August 1998, and lead was not detected in any of the monitoring wells, the piezometer,
or the downgradient potable well. _

For the 11/11/99 sampling round, naphthalene was present in the laboratory blank at 0.21 pg/L.




TABLE MW4 (PAGE 2 OF 2) 125 Parameter concentration exceeds NR 140 ES
<240 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > ES

<2.5 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > PAL

GROUNDWATER LABORATORY RESULTS -- Parametgr analyzed, but not detected, MDL < PAL
EDWARD’S MOBIL Parameter not analyzed ' |
: :
WELL IDENTIFICATION MW4 h NR 140 NR 140
SITE INVESTIGATION MONITORING PAL ES
Date Sampled 4/13/98* 5/28/98 8/19/98
Analyte ’
GRO (ug/L) 2.1
Lead (ug/L) 280 - 1.5 15
Dissolved Oxygen (mg/L)
Groundwater Elevations 1029.44 1027.99 1027.7
PVOCs (pg/L)
Benzene 150 88 16 0.5 5
Toluene 19 41 1.6 200 1000
Ethylbenzene 96 68 37 140 700
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 66 91 12
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 7.3 3.6 <1.2>
Total Trimethylbenzenes 73.3 94.6 <13.2> 96 480
Methyl tert-Butyl ether 23 4.1 27 12 60
m&p Xylenes 130 . 43 <2.1>
o- Xylene 49 47 21
Total Xylenes 179 47.7 <4.2> 1000 10000
Isopropylbenzene <3.9>
p-Isopropyltoluene 15
n-Propylbenzene <5.2>
n-Butylbenzene <1.5>
sec-Butylbenzene -
tert-Butylbenzene -
| Naphthalene <8.7> 8 40

MDL: Laboratory Method Detection Limit

NR 140 ES: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Enforcement Standard

NR 140 PAL: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Preventive Action Limit

*  Samples were analyzed for a full set of VOCs (EPA Methad 8021); only those detected are shown.

**  Sample was analyzed for PVOCs + Naphthalene.

*** Reported result is above the calibration curve.

<> Values represent results greater than the Limit of Detection, but less than the Limit of Quantitation and are within a
region of “Less-Certain Quantitation.” -

NOTE: It is very important to recognize that the lead concentrations presented in Tables 5A and 5B for the May 1998
sampling round are erroneous because the groundwater samples were not collected properly. The groundwater
samples were mistakenly not filtered in May, and they were collected in nitric acid-preserved bottles. When they
arrived at the lab, they were analyzed without being filtered. The correct sampling method is to filter the sample, and
then pour it into a preserved bottle. The correct sampling method was used in August 1998, and lead was not
detected in any of the monitoring wells, the piezometer, or the downgradient potable well.

For the 11/11/99 sampling round, naphthalene was present in the laboratory blank at 0.21 ug/L.

P



Parameter concentration exceeds NR 140 ES

TABLE MW5 (PAGE 1 OF 2) 125

<240 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > ES

<2.5 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > PAL
GROUNDWATER LABORATORY RESULTS - Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL < PAL
EDWARD’S MOBIL Parameter not analyzed
WELL IDENTIFICATION MW5 NR 140 NR 140

NATURAL ATTENUATION MONITORING PAL ES
Date Sampled 11/11/99* 8/1/00 11/15/00** 3/21/01** ] 6/6/01 9/24/01 6/6/02
Analyte
GRO (ug/L)
Lead (ug/L) 1.5 15
Dissolved Oxygen (mg/L) 2.0
Groundwater Elevations 1027.78 | 1028.17 1027.89 1027.88 1028.6 1027.78 |
PVOCs (ug/L)

Benzene <0.13> - 0.89 - <0.21 <0.21 0.5 5
Toluene -- - - - <0.22 <0.22 200 1000
Ethylbenzene - - - - <0.23 <0.23 140 700
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene - - - <0.3> <0.23 <0.23
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene - - - - <0.21 <0.21
Total Trimethylbenzenes - - - <0.3> <0.44 <0.44 96 480
Methyl tert-Butyl ether <0.27> - 0.35 - <0.091 <0.091 12 60
m&p Xylenes - - B N <0.44 <0.44
o- Xylene - -
Total Xylenes - - - - <0.44 <0.44 1000 |- 10000
Naphthalene <0.19> -- - 8 40

MDL.: Laboratory Method Detection Limit

NR 140 ES: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Enforcement Standard
NR 140 PAL: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Preventive Action Limit

* Samples were analyzed for a full set of VOCs (EPA Method 8021); only those detected are shown.
**  Sample was analyzed for PVOCs + Naphthalene.
<> Values represent results greater than the Limit of Detection, but less than the Limit of Quantitation and are within a region of “Less-Certain Quantitation.”

NOTE: It is very important to recognize that the lead concentrations presented in Tables 5A and 5B for the May 1998 sampling round are erroneous because
the groundwater samples were not collected properly. The groundwater samples were mistakenly not filtered in May, and they were collected in nitric acid-
preserved bottles. When they arrived at the lab, they were analyzed without being filtered. The correct sampling method is to filter the sample, and then pour it
into a preserved bottle. The correct sampling method was used in August 1998, and lead was not detected in any of the monitoring wells, the piezometer, or

the downgradient potable well.

For the 11/11/99 sampling round, naphthalene was present in the laboratory blank at 0.17 ug/L. Check standard recovery was outside QC limits for MTBE at

130%.




TABLE MW5 (PAGE 2 OF 2) 125 Parameter concentration exceeds NR 140 ES

<240 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > ES

<2.5 Parameter analyzed, but not getected, MDL > PAL

GROUNDWATER LABORATORY RESULTS - Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL < PAL
EDWARD’S MOBIL Parameter not analyzed
WELL IDENTIFICATION MW5 NR 140 NR 140
SITE INVESTIGATION MONITORING PAL ES
Date Sampled 4/13/98* 5/28/98 8/19/98
Analyte
GRO (ug/L) -
Lead (ug/L) 440 -- 1.5 15
Dissolved Oxygen (mg/L)
Groundwater Elevations 1029.38 1027.99 1027.69
PVOCs (pg/L)
Benzene - 13 - 0.5 5
Toluene -- 26 - 200 1000
Ethylbenzene - <0.65> - 140 700
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene -- <0.54> -
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene -- ’ - -
Total Trimethylbenzenes - <0.54> - 96 480
Methyl tert-Butyl ether -- 74 - ’ 12 60
m&p Xylenes - <1.1> -
o- Xylene -- <1.5> -
Total Xylenes - <2.6> - 1000 10000
Naphthalene - 8 40

MDL: Laboratory Method Detection Limit

NR 140 ES: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Enforcement Standard

NR 140 PAL:; Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Preventive Action Limit

* Samples were analyzed for a full set of VOCs (EPA Method 8021); only those detected are shown.

**  Sample was analyzed for PVOCs + Naphthalene.

<> Values represent results greater than the Limit of Detection, but less than the Limit of Quantitation and are within a
region of “Less-Certain Quantitation.”

NOTE: Itis very important to recognize that the lead concentrations presented in Tables 5A and 5B for the May 1998
sampling round are erroneous because the groundwater samples were not collected properly. The groundwater
samples were mistakenly not filtered in May, and they were collected in nitric acid-preserved bottles. When they
arrived at the lab, they were analyzed without being filtered. The correct sampling method is to filter the sample, and
then pour it into a preserved bottle. The correct sampling method was ysed in August 1998, and lead was not
detected in any of the monitoring wells, the piezometer, or the downgradient potable well.

For the 11/11/99 sampling round, naphthalene was present in the laboratory blank at 0.17 pg/L. Check standard
recovery was outside QC limits for MTBE at 130%.



TABLE MW6 (PAGE 1 OF 2) 125 Parameter concentration exceeds NR 140 ES
<240 | Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > ES
<25 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > PAL

GROUNDWATER LABORATORY RESULTS - Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL < PAL
EDWARD'’S MOBIL Parameter not analyzed

WELL IDENTIFICATION MW-6 NR 140 NR 140

NATURAL ATTENUATION MONITORING PAL ES
Date Sampled 11/11/99* 8/1/00 J 11/15/00** 3/21/01** 6/6/01 9/24/01 6/6/02
Analyte
Dissolved Oxygen (mg/L) 1.12
Groundwater Elevations 1027.7 1028.12 1027.82 1027.82 1028.52 1027.69
PVOCs (pg/L)

Benzene 15 28 46 15 30 13 0.345 0.5 5
Toluene <0.74> - 0.1 <0.66> 0.98 0.9 0.371 200 1000
Ethylbenzene 15 29 0.27 1.5 4.7 13 <0.5 140 700
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 1.6 - 0.72 0.99 2.2 1.0 <0.4
1.3,5-Trimethylbenzene <0.74> - 16.0 <0.61> <0.21 <0.47> <0.31
Total Trimethylbenzenes <2.34> - 16.72 <1.60> <2.41 <1.47> <0.71 96 480
Methyl tert-Butyl ether 4.2 <28> 3.8 74 26 15 6.46 12 60
m&p Xylenes 15 - 0.37 26 29 08 <0.62
o- Xylene 1.9 - <0.3
Total Xylenes 16.9 - 0.37 26 29 2.8 <0.92 1000 10000
Isopropylbenzene 5.0
p—IsopropyItquene\ , <1.1>
n-Propylbenzene 3.1 e~
n-Butylbenzene <1.1>
sec-Butylbenzene 2.8
tert-Butylbenzene <0.37>
Naphthalene <0.76> | - 1.8 | 8| 40|

MDL: Laboratory Method Detection Limit
NR 140 ES; Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Enforcement Standard

NR 140 PAL: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Preventive Action Limit

* Samples were analyzed for a full set of VOCs (EPA Method 8021); only those detected are shown.

**  Sample was analyzed for PVOCs + Naphthalene.
<> Values represent results greater than the Limit of Detection, but less than the Limit of Quantitation and are within a region of “Less-Certain Quantitation.”

NOTE:

It is very important to recognize that the lead concentrations presented in Tables 5A and 5B for the May 1998 sampling round are erroneous because

the groundwater samples were not collected properly. The groundwater samples were mistakenly not filtered in May, and they were collected in nitric
acid-preserved bottles. When they arrived at the lab, they were analyzed without being filtered. The correct sampling method is to filter the sample,
and then pour it into a preserved bottle. The correct sampling method was used in August 1998, and lead was not detected in any of the monitoring
wells, the piezometer, or the downgradient potable well.

For the 11/11/99 sampling round, naphthalene was present in the laboratory blank at 0.21 ug/L.




TABLE MW6 (PAGE 2 OF 2) 125 Parameter concentration exceeds NR 140 ES
<240 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > ES
<2.5 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > PAL

GROUNDWATER LABORATORY RESULTS -

EDWARD’S MOBIL

Parameter analyzed, but notgdetected, MDL < PAL
Parameter not analyzed

WELL IDENTIFICATION MWse NR 140 NR 140
SITE INVESTIGATION MONITORING PAL ES
Date Sampled 4/13/98* 5/28/98 8/19/98
Analyte
GRO (pg/L) <0.037>
Lead (ug/L) 80 -- 1.5 15
Dissolved Oxygen (mg/L)
Groundwater Elevations 1029.41 1027.94 1027.67
PVOCs (ug/L)
Benzene <0.12> 20 19 0.5 5
Toluene - 4.3 23 200 1000
Ethylbenzene -- <1.2> 31 140 700
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene - 4.3 <1.5>
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene -- <0.48> <1.2>
Total Trimethylbenzenes - <4.78> <2.7> 96 480
Methyl tert-Buty| ether <0.63> 7.7 9.7 12 60
m&p Xylenes -- <1.6> <1.6>
o- Xylene -- -- 3.1
Total Xylenes - <1.6> <4.7> 1000 10000
Isopropylbenzene --
p-Isopropyltoluene -
n-Propylbenzene -
n-Butylbenzene --
sec-Butylbenzene -
tert-Butylbenzene -
Naphthalene — 8 40

MDL: Laboratory Method Detection Limit
NR 140 ES: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Enforcement Standard

NR 140 PAL: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Preventive Action Limit
*  Samples were analyzed for a full set of VOCs (EPA Method 8021); only those detected are shown.

**  Sample was analyzed for PVOCs + Naphthalene. _
<> Values represent results greater than the Limit of Detection, but less thgn the Limit of Quantitation and are within a region
of “Less-Certain Quantitation.”

NOTE: Itis very important to recognize that the lead concentrations presented in Tables 5A and 5B for the May 1998
sampling round are erroneous because the groundwater samples were not collected properly. The groundwater
samples were mistakenly not filtered in May, and they were collected in nitric acid-preserved bottles. When they
arrived at the lab, they were analyzed without being filtered. The correct sampling method is to filter the sample, and
then pour it into a preserved bottle. The correct sampling method was used in August 1998, and lead was not
detected in any of the monitoring wells, the piezometer, or the downgradient potable well.

For the 11/11/99 sampling round, naphthalene was present in the laboratory blank at 0.21 pg/L.
. Fal



Parameter concentration exceeds NR 140 ES

TABLE MW7 (PAGE 1 OF 2) 125 )
<240 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > ES
<2.5 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > PAL

GROUNDWATER LABORATORY RESULTS - Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL < PAL
EDWARD’S MOBIL Parameter not analyzed i

WELL IDENTIFICATION Mw7 . NR 140 NR 140

NATURAL ATTENUATION MONITORING PAL ES
Date Sampled 11/11/99 J 8/1/00 . l 11/15/00** 3/21/01** 6/6/01 9/24/01 6/6/02
Analyte

GRO (ugl/L)

Lead (ug/L) 1.5 15
Dissolved Oxygen (mg/L) 5.20

Groundwater Elevations 1027.8 1028.2 1027.92 1027.92 1028.64 1027.8

PVOCs (ug/L) : ‘

Benzene - - - - . <0.21 <0.21 0.5 5
Toluene - - - - <0.22 <0.22 200 1000
Ethylbenzene -- - - - <0.23 <0.23 140 700
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene - - - - <0.23 <0.23

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene - - - - <0.21 <0.21

Total Trimethylbenzenes - - -- -- - <0.44 <0.44 96 480
"Methyl tert-Butyl ether - - - <0.091 <0.091 12 60
mé&p Xylenes = = ~ - <0.44 <0.44 -

o- Xylene - - -

Total Xylenes - - - -- <0.44 <0.44 1000 10000
Naphthalene - - 8 40

MDL: Laboratory Method Detection Limit

NR 140 ES: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Enforcement Standard
NR 140 PAL: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Preventive Action Limit

* Samples were analyzed for a full set of VOCs (EPA Method 8021); only those detected are shown.
**  Sample was analyzed for PVOCs + Naphthalene.
<> Values represent results greater than the Limit of Detection, but less than the Limit of Quantitation and are within a region of “Less-Certain Quantitation.”

NOTE: Itis very important to recognize that the lead concentrations presented in Tables A and 5B for the May 1998 sampling round are erroneous because
the groundwater samples were not collected properly. The groundwater samples were mistakenly not filtered in May, and they were collected in nitric acid-
preserved bottles. When they arrived at the lab, they were analyzed without being filtered. The correct sampling method is to filter the sample, and then pour it
into a preserved bottle. The correct sampling method was used in August 1998, and lead was not detected in any of the monitoring wells, the ,piezometer or
the downgradient potable well. ’ ’




TABLE MW7 (PAGE 2 OF 2) 125 Parameter concentration exceeds NR 140 ES
<240 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > ES

<2.5 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > PAL

GROUNDWATER LABORATORY RESULTS -- Parameter analyzed, but not.detected, MDL < PAL
EDWARD’S MOBIL Parameter not analyzed |
WELL IDENTIFICATION MW7 NR 140 NR 140
SITE INVESTIGATION MONITORING PAL ES
Date Sampled 4/13/98* 5/28/98 8/19/98
Analyte
GRO (ug/L) --
Lead (ug/L) 180 - 1.5 15
Dissolved Oxygen (mg/L)
Groundwater Elevations 1029.38 1028.01 1027.71
PVOCs (pg/L)
Benzene -- - -- 0.5 5
Toluene - - - 200 1000
Ethylbenzene - -- - 140 700
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene - . - -
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene - - —
Total Trimethylbenzenes - - - 96 480
Methyl tert-Butyl ether -- - - 12 60
m&p Xylenes -- - - "
o- Xylene -- - -
Total Xylenes - - - 1000 10000
Naphthalene - 8 40

MDL: Laboratory Method Detection Limit

NR 140 ES: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Enforcement Standard

NR 140 PAL: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Preventive Action Limit

* Samples were analyzed for a full set of VOCs (EPA Method 8021); only those detected are shown.

**  Sample was analyzed for PVOCs + Naphthalene.

<> Values represent results greater than the Limit of Detection, but less than the Limit of Quantitation and are within a
region of “Less-Certain Quantitation.”

NOTE: It is very important to recognize that the lead concentrations presented in Tables 5A and 5B for the May 1998
sampling round are erroneous because the groundwater samples were not collected properly. The groundwater
samples were mistakenly not filtered in May, and they were collected in nitric acid-preserved bottles. When they
arrived at the lab, they were analyzed without being filtered. The correct sampling method is to filter the sample, and
then pour it into a preserved bottle. The correct sampling method was used in August 1998, and lead was not
detected in any of the monitoring wells, the piezometer, or the downgradient potable well.



TABLE PZ1/PZ1R  (PAGE10F2) 125 Parameter concentration exceeds NR 140 ES
<240 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > ES
<2.5 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > PAL
GROUNDWATER LABORATORY RESULTS - Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL < PAL
EDWARD'S MOBIL Parameter not analyzed
WELL IDENTIFICATION PZ1/PZ1R NR 140 NR
NATURAL ATTENUATION MONITORING PAL 140
Date Sampled 11/11/99* 8/1/00 DUP 11/15/00** | 3/21/01** I 6/6/01 9/24/01 6/6/02 ES
Analyte
GRO (ugl/L)
Lead (ug/L) 1.5 15
Dissolved Oxygen (mg/L)
Groundwater Elevations 1027.8 1027.13 1003.28 1002.83
PVOCs (ug/L) '
Benzene 430 2.3 2.3 - - 0.5 5
Toluene - 22 21 -~ - 200 1000
Ethylbenzene 220 4.9 4.6 - - 140 700
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 59 7.9 7.4 - -
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 57 3.1 3.2 0.14 ~—
Total Trimethylbenzenes 116 11.0 10.6 0.14 - 96 480
Methyl tert-Butyl ether <13> - - - - 12 50
m&p Xylenes 100 17 17
o- Xylene -~ 8.2 7.5 031 <1.3>
Total Xylenes 100 25.2 24.5 0.31 <1.3> 1000 10000
Isopropylbenzene 35
p-lsopropyltoluen‘e <19>
n-Propylbenzene - 60 -
n-Butylbenzene <9.8> -
sec-Butylbenzene <8.1>
Naphthalene 33 14 - 8 40
MDL: Laboratory Method Detection Limit
NR 140 ES: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Enforcement Standard .
NR 140 PAL: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Preventive Action Limit
* Samples were analyzed for a full set of VOCs (EPA Method 8021); only those detected are shown.

* Sample was analyzed for PVOCs + Naphthalene.

DUP: Duplicate Sample

<> Values represent results greater than the Limit of Detection, but less than the Limit of Quantitation and are within a region of “Less-Certain Quantitation.”

NOTE: Itis very important to recognize that the lead concentrations presented in Tables 5A and 5B for the May 1998 sampling round are erroneous because
the groundwater samples were not collected properly. The groundwater samples were mistakenly not filtered in May, and they were collected in nitric acid-
preserved bottles. When they arrived at the lab, they were analyzed without being filtered. The correct sampling method is to filter the sample, and then pour
itinto a preserved bottie. The correct sampling method was used in August 1998, and lead was not detected in any of the monitoring wells, the piezometer,
or the downgradient potable well.

For the 11/11/99 sampling round, naphthalene was present in the laboratory blank at 0.21 pg/L.




TABLE PZ1/PZ1R (PAGE 2 OF 2) 125 Parameter concentration exceeds NR 140 ES
<240 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > ES

<2.5 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > PAL

GROUNDWATER LABORATORY RESULTS - Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL < PAL
EDWARD’S MOBIL Paramefer not analyzed |
| :
WELL IDENTIFICATION PZ1/PZ1R NR 140 NR
SITE INVESTIGATION MONITORING PAL 1E4S°
Date Sampled 4/13/98* 5/28/98 8/19/98
Analyte
GRO (ug/L) 26
Lead (pg/L) 100 -- 1.5 15
Dissolved Oxygen (mg/L)
Groundwater Elevations 1029.45 ©1028.02 1027.72
PVOCs (ug/L)
Benzene 750 590 210 0.5 5
Toluene 8300 5100 400 200 1000
Ethylbenzene 1300 880 110 140 700
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 1700 1700 320
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 350 450 130
Total Trimethylbenzenes 2050 2150 450 96 480
Methyl tert-Butyl ether - 78 17 12 60
m&p Xylenes 5100 3600 430
o- Xylene 2300 1500 240
Total Xylenes 7400 5100 670 1000 10000
Isopropylbenzene <25>
p-Isopropyltoluene 470
n-Propylbenzene 180
n-Butylbenzene -
sec-Butylbenzene -
Naphthalene <160> 8 40

MDL: Laboratory Method Detection Limit
NR 140 ES: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Enforcement Standard
NR 140 PAL: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Preventive Action Limit
Samples were analyzed for a full set of VOCs (EPA Method 8021); only those detected are shown.
** Sample was analyzed for PVOCs + Naphthalene.
DUP: Duplicate Sample
<>  Values represent results greater than the Limit of Detection, but less than the Limit of Quantitation and are within a
region of “Less-Certain Quantitation.” -
NOTE: Itis very important to recognize that the lead concentrations presented in Tables 5A and 5B for the May
1998 sampling round are erroneous because the groundwater samples were not collected properly. The
groundwater samples were mistakenly not filtered in May, and they were collected in nitric acid-preserved bottles.
When they arrived at the lab, they were analyzed without being filtered. The correct sampling method is to filter the
sample, and then pour it into a preserved bottle. The correct sampling method was used in August 1998, and lead
was not detected in any of the monitoring wells, the piezometer, or the downgradient potable well.

For the 11/11/99 sampling round, naphthalene was present in the laboratory blank at 0.21 pg/L.

ro



TABLE POTABLE WELLS 125 Parameter concentration exceeds NR 140 ES
<240 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > ES
<2.5 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > PAL

GROUNDWATER LABORATORY RESULTS - Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL < PAL

EDWARD’S MOBIL Parameter not analyzed

WELL IDENTIFICATION PW1 HELLMAN | OLSON HERMAN SORENSON MARKAN LEE NR 140 | NR 140

Date Sampled 4/13/98* | 8/19/98* | 11/11/99 | 8/19/98* | 6/6/01* | 9r24/01*| 819/98* [ or24/01 | or24/01* | 9/2a/01~| PAL ES
Analyte
Lead (pg/L) <1.2] | <1.2 | | <1.2 | 15| 15
VOCs (ug/l)

Benzene <0.11 <0.12 <0.12 <0.12 <0.21 <0.21 <0.12 <0.21 <0.26> <0.21 0.5 5

Toluene <0.10 <0.12 <0.11 <0.12 <0.22 <0.22 <0.12 <0.22 <0.22 <0.22 200 1000

Ethylbenzene <0.10 <0.10 <0.13 <0.10 <0.23 <0.23 <0.10 1.9 6.2 <0.23 140 700

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene <0.14 <0.11 <0.14 <0.11 <0.23 <0.23 <0.11 <0.56> 6.1 <0.23

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene <0.11 <0.10 <0.11 <0.10 <0.21 <0.21 <0.10 1.2 7.4 <0.21

Total Trimethylbenzenes <0.25 <0.21 <0.25 <0.21 <0.44 <0.44 <0.21 <1.76> 13.5 <0.44 96 480

Methyl tert-Butyl ether ‘ <0.21 <0.16 <0.23 <0.16 <0.091 <0.091 <0.16 <0.091 <0.091 <0.091 12 60

mé&p Xylenes <0.21 <060] <022| <060| <044| <044| <060| <044 25| <044

o- Xylene

Total Xylenes <0.21 <0.60 <0.22 <0.60 <0.44 <0.44 <0.60 <0.44 25 <0.44 1000 10000

Chioromethane <0.14 <0.18 <0.16> <0.18 <0.18

Naphthalene <0.23 <0.23] <0.16> <0.23 <0.4 <0.40 <0.23 <0.4 <1.1> <04) - -8 40

MDL: Laboratory Method Detection Limit
NR 140 ES: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Enforcement Standard
NR 140 PAL: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Preventive Action Limit
* Samples were analyzed for a full set of VOCs (EPA Method 8021); only those detected are shown.
> Sample was analyzed for PVOCs plus Naphthalene.

<> Values represent results greater than the Limit of Detection, but less than the Limit of Quantitation and are within a region of “Less-Certain Quantitaiion."

NOTE: Itis very important to recognize that the lead concentrations presented in Tables 5A and 58 for the May 1998 sampling round are erroneous because
the groundwater samples were not collected properly. The groundwater samples were mistakenly not filtered in May, and they were collected in nitric acid-

or the downgradient potable well.

For the 11/11/99 sampling round, naphthalene was present in the laboratory blank at 0.22 pg/L.




TABLETB

GROUNDWATER LABORATORY RESULTS

EDWARD’S MOBIL

125 Parameter concentration exceeds NR 140 ES
<240 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > ES
<2.5 Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL > PAL

— Parameter analyzed, but not detected, MDL < PAL

Parameter not analyzed

WELL IDENTIFICATION , TRIP BLANK NR 140 NR 140
SITE INVESTIGATION NATURAL ATTENUATION MONITORING PAL ES
MONITORING
Date Sampled 5/28/98 8/19/98* 11/11/99* 8/1/00 11/15/00 3/21/01* ] 6/6/01** 9/24/01** l 6/6/02
Analyte
PVOCs (ug/L)
Benzene - - - - - <0.21 <0.21 <0.31 0.5 5
Toluene - - - - - <0.22 <0.22 <0.3 200 1000
Ethylbenzene - - - -- - <0.23 <0.23 <0.5 140 700
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene - - - - - <0.23 <0.23 <0.4
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene - - - - <0.21 <0.21 <0.31
Total Trimethylbenzenes - - - - - <0.44 <0.44 <0.71 96 480
Methy! tert-Butyl ether - - - - - <0.091 <0.091 <0.3 12 60
m&p Xylenes - - . - <0.62
o- Xylene - - - - - <044 <044 <0.3
 Total Xylenes - - - -~ - <0.44 <0.44 <0.92 1000 10000
Naphthalene - <0.4 <0.40 -~ -8 40
Methylene chloride <0.30> - 0.5 5

MDL: Laboratory Method Detection Limit

NR 140 ES: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Enforcement Standard

NR 140 PAL: Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 140 Preventive Action Limit )
* Samples were analyzed for a full set of VOCs (EPA Method 8021); only those detected are shown.
**  Sample was analyzed for PVOCs plus Naphthalene.
<> Values represent results greater than the Limit of Detection, but less than the Limit of Quantitation and are within a region of “Less-Certain Quantitatien.”

NOTE: Itis very important to recognize that the lead concentrations presented in Tables 5A and 5B for the Ma i

y 1998 sampling round are erroneous because th
groundwater samples were not cqllected properly. The groundwater samples were mistakenly not filtered in May, and they were collected in nitric acid- )
Preserved bottles. When they arrived at thfa lab, they were analyzed without being filtered. The correct sampling method is to filter the sample, and then pour it
into a preserved bottle. The correct sampling method was used in August 1998, and lead was not detected in any of the monitoring wells, the ,piezometer or the

downgradient potable well.
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Received for record this 3 ( day
ofﬂgw{—obg_/m 2003.  at
10:3Dyclock A M, and recorded

in VoI L1 U of Records page T1O
In Re: Lots numbered Four (4) and Five (5) of Block numbered . Py T
One (1) of Gingrass First Addition to the Recorded Plat Roitor X ,M(-:W\U-Q'Q@w Qep.

of Aurora, Florence County, Wisconsin.

Declaration of Restrictions §

REGISTER OF DEEDS

|'7.°° Recorp e Foodl
STATE OF WISCONSIN ) ¢ NG FEE Lo
) ss Recording Area
COUNTY OF FLORENCE ) Name and Return Address

Edward J. Carlson
WHEREAS, Edward J. Carlson and Esther M. Carlson, are the Route 1, Box 26

owners of the above-described property.

Niagara, Wisconsin 54151

WHEREAS, one or more petroleum-product discharges have
occurred on this property. Petroleum-impacted soil remains on
this property at the following location: Beneath the northwest
corner of the Edward’s Mobil building. Impacted soil was
previously removed from the former tank bed and dispenser area
on this site.

002-973-0000

Parcel Identification Number (PIN)

WHEREAS, it is the desire and intention of the property owner to impose on the property
restrictions that will make it unnecessary to conduct further soil remediation activities on the

property at the present time.

NOW THEREFORE, the owner hereby declares that all of the property described above is
held and shall be held, conveyed or encumbered, leased, rented, used, occupied and improved
subject to the following limitation and restrictions:

Structural impediments existing at the time of clean-up (i.e., the foundation of the
Edward’s Mobil building) made complete investigation and remediation of the soil
contamination under and near the foundation impracticable. If the building that existed
on this property on the date that this deed restriction was signed is demolished or
removed in the future, the property owner shall conduct an investigation of the degree
and extent of residual petroleum contamination under and in the vicinity of the building
foundation. To the extent that contamination is found at that time, the Wisconsin
Department of Natural Resources shall be immediately notifted and the contamination
shall be properly remediated in accordance with applicable statutes and rules. Ifthe
currently inaccessible contaminated soil that remains gn the property is excavated in the
future, it will have to be sampled and analyzed and the treatment or disposal of the soil
as a solid or hazardous waste may be necessary.
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The foundation of the Edward’s Mobil building that existed on the above-described
property on the date that this restriction was signed has been accepted by the Wisconsin
Department of Natural Resources as a performance standard remedial action to| address
the residual petroleum contamination on the property. If maintained, the building
foundation will prevent direct contact with residual soil contamination that might
otherwise pose a threat to human health, and will minimize the infiltration of water and
prevent additional groundwater contamination that would violate the groundwater quality
standards in ch. NR 140, Wis. Adm. Code. The building foundation shall be maintained
on the above-described property in the location shown on the attached map, labeled
“Figure 1 Extent of Maintained Building Foundation”, unless residual petroleum
contamination is treated or removed to meet applicable soil cleanup standards or another
barrier, with an infiltration rate of 10’ cm/sec or less, is installed and maintained in its
place in compliance with section NR 724.13(2), Wis. Adm. Code (1997).

This restriction is hereby declared to be a covenant running with the land and shall be fully
binding upon all persons acquiring the above-described property, whether by descent, devise,
purchase or otherwise. This restriction inures to the benefit of, and is enforceable by, the
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources, its successors or assigns. The Department, its
successors or assigns, may initiate proceedings at law or in equity against any person or
persons who violate, or are proposing to violate, this covenant, to prevent the proposed
violation, or to recover damages for such violation.

Any person who is or becomes owner of the property described above may request that the
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources or its successor issue a determination that one
or more of the restrictions set forth in this covenant are no longer required. Upon the receipt
of such a request, the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources shall determine whether
or not the restrictions contained herein can be extinguished. If the Department determines
that the restrictions can be extinguished, an affidavit, attached to a copy of the Department’s
written determination, may be recorded by the property owner or other interested party to
give notice that this deed restriction, or portions of this deed restriction, are no longer
binding.

This document was drafted by Environmental Compliance Consultants, Inc. (ECCI), based
on a model restriction and comments from the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the owner of the property has executed this Declaration of
Restrictions, this _ 31st day of October , 2002

Signature: )/VI/‘/ Z? M W‘/

Printed Name: Mr. Edward J. Carlsor(/
Edward’s Mobil
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Signature: 1[ La ;é g(_z 21 :174 , ('74 Np P |
Printed Name; Mrs. Esther M. Carlson ;

Edward’s Mobil

§
Subscribed and sworn to before me :
this31st d&y.0f  October ,2002 .
e TS s ,"'.,
s' JPERREE T ‘__“_':l;‘
Ntary Public, Ste of Wisconsin
- My comrhigsion expires: _10-1-06
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EDWARD'S MOBIL, AURORA, WISCONSIN

FIGURE 1
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BUILDING FOUNDATION
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1~ ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE CONSULTANTS, INC.






